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In the 1990s, the system of division on the Korean Peninsula entered a new phase with the global dismantling of the Cold War structure and the destruction of the balance of power between North and South Korea. North Korea, defensive of its system, and South Korea, with superior power, began to expand and deepen mutual contacts from the mid-1980s in the midst of the collapse of Eastern European socialism and the shock of German unification, culminating in the adoption of the Basic Agreement. However, efforts by North and South Korea to create a system of order, conforming to the post-Cold War era, could not be free from either the intervention of the United States, an outsider as well as an insider in the system of division on the Korean Peninsula, or the system-instability caused by the internal crisis brewing in North Korea. The system of division fluctuated between the disappearing old order and the newly emerging but not fully-grown order, throwing the Korean Peninsula and East Asia into a situation of instability. 

  The basic characteristics defining the existing ‘shaky system of division’ lie in the tensions between North Korea and the United States, and the crisis in North Korea. North Korea-US tensions have continued since the armistice signed in 1953. With the deepening of the crisis in North Korea and changes in the US strategy of global supremacy, the situation has escalated to the level of possible military action. In conjunction with the situation, it is necessary to consider changes on two levels. One level being the crisis within North Korea, which has left the leadership with a limited range of policy options and, thus, creating the possibility of the use of drastic methods to resolve the internal crisis. The efforts of the North Korean leadership to develop nuclear weapons and demands for guarantees of non-aggression towards its system can be interpreted along these lines. On another level, the US strategy of global supremacy is maintained, not only on the basis of non-proliferation, but also has been strengthened along the lines of anti-proliferation and strike-first policies. The US invasion war on Iraq shows how far the US could go in relation to its realpolitik on North Korea. 

However, as seen from the tensions between North Korea and the US, and the North Korean internal crisis, the pessimistic aspect of the political trends on the Korean Peninsula cannot be considered as natural consequences arising from the `basic characteristics' of the so-called `53-system'.  The June 2000 North-South Korea Summit and the June 15 Declaration are clear indications of the changes within the North Korean leadership. Post-summit political trends on the Korean Peninsula also showed that inter-Korea relations could heavily influence the changes in the system of division.  North Korea and the US released a Joint Communique in October 2000, promising to implement the Basic Agreement released in 1994, and called for improvements in relations. Towards the end of the 1990s, North Korea, in the midst of making changes in the economy and foreign relations in an effort to overcome the crisis in its system, undertook steps to improve relations with countries of the European Union, despite the policies of the Bush Administration. Further efforts for economic changes were also carried out. The economic reform measures in July 2002, the opening of Shiniju, Gaesong and Mt. Geum-gang (September to November), the Japan-North Korea Summit in September, are some clear indicators of the intention of the North Korean leadership towards liberalization and reform of their system. 

The turbulence in the system of division after the 1990s and the unstable political trends on the Korean Peninsula are indicators that the system of order on the Korean Peninsula is entering into a long-term transition. The global dismantling of the Cold War structure, the crisis within North Korea, the changes in the Chinese economy, the formation of a US-centered single hegemonic order, the external and internal political and economic changes of South Korea, etc, led to a situation where maintaining the '53-system' was becoming impossible. The North Korea-US tensions can be seen as a strategic confrontation centering on the formation of a new order, to replace the old and the outdated. Although not free from the characteristics of anti-proliferation and terror prevention in the policies carried out by the US after 9.11, the tensions between North Korea and the US are important in determining the system of order on the Korean Peninsula and in East Asia in the early 21st century. East Asia will be of strategically importance financially and militarily in the 21st century and the Korean Peninsula, centrally situated in East Asia, is a `system within a system' and remains a decisive factor in the changes in the region. From this perspective, the settlement of tensions between the US and North Korea is not a simple matter left solely in the hands of the US and North Korea, but must take into consideration the strategic actions of other countries in East Asia, especially South Korea, China and Japan. Furthermore, South Korea is directly subjected to the actions of the US and North Korea, and its interests are also linked to the tensions between both countries. 

The ideological and policy-related tensions within South Korean society clearly show the transitional character of the changes in the order on the Korean Peninsula. Such changes include the conflicts between strategies of parallelism VS cohesion on the North Korean nuclear issue, Korean-led strategies VS US-South Korean cooperation, equal US-South Korean relations VS the maintenance of US-South Korean alliance, `anti-US sentiments VS `pro-US sentiments', strategies of reconciliation and cooperation VS hawkish strategies, anti-Cold war pacifism VS ideological anti-Communism, etc, showing that the changes in the order on the Korean Peninsula are directly reflected in the social awareness of the society. Conflicts within South Korea can be seen as political competition on the direction of changes in the political order on the Korean Peninsula, carried out by different political forces within the society. If this political competition does not develop unexpectedly into a violent aspect, peace on the Korean Peninsula would reach new dimensions. 

It is the aim of this report to review the necessary work that needs to be carried out by civil society, especially the peace movement groups, to establish peace on the Korean Peninsula.  For this, a review of US foreign policy, which directly influences peace on the Korean Peninsula, is carried out (Chapter One). And also presented are the methods for a peaceful settlement in the midst of tensions between the US and North Korea on the North Korean nuclear issue, the causes for heightened tension on the Korean Peninsula (Chapter Two). With developments in intra-Korean relations, interest on the ways of enhancing economic cooperation is increasing and on the other hand, interest on North Korean human rights is increasing not only in South Korea but also in international society. Chapters 3 and 4 deal with these two topics respectively. The following chapters deal with the analysis of peaceful disarmament, necessary for the establishment of a lasting peace on the Korean Peninsula. Chapter 5 analyzes the reform of the Korean military and the disarmament movement. Chapter 6 is a critique of the US-South Korean military alliance, central to the disarmament of the Korean Peninsula. Finally, chapters 7 and 8 show the ways in which the new peace movement is emerging in the South Korean society, and also present the aims of the peace and disarmament movement carried out by PSPD. 
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